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SRI:

Multingtional Corporations

One of SRI's major work concentrations
is in the erea of international busi-
ness., Judging from Hobson and Robin=
son's earlier statements about U.S.
interests in the Third World, we might
expect SRI to actively encourage U.S.
corporations to move into Southeast
Asia. Along with murerous long-range -
studies of Southeast Asian investment
opportunities for U,S5. corporations,
SRL has spensored free world busi-
ness conferences recently in Sydney,
Jakarta, and Singapore.

A mumber of SRI directors and Stanford

trustees have important corporate in-
vestmats in Southeast Asia. Tenneco,
vhose president is trustee Gardiner

" Symonds, moved into the Indonesian oil
- husiness after the right-wring military
coup and massacre of 300,000 Indonesia”
and Chinese leftists in 1865, A large
number of corporations represented on
the Stanford and SRI boards have set
up in Thailand, where the return on
investment averages 25%. Both the U.S.
and Thai governmerrts guarantee invegt-
ments against losses due to Mwar or
insurrection,
legal in Thailand.

Union 0il, which is presently drilling
off the coast of Thailand, and Shell,
which manages the largest oil refine
epv Iin Southeast Asia, are renresented
on the Stanford board by Union direc-
tor frthur Stewart and Shell nresident
Richard MeCurdy, The presidents of
Kaiser (Thai alurminum) and Castle and .
Cooke (steel pipe) both sit on the SRI-
board,  2And- Stanford trustee Fdmund
Littlefield is president of Utah Con-
struction, which has helped build the
Air Torce's B-B2 bases in Thailand.
Trustes Ernest Arbuckie and Stanford
Yice-President for Business Affairs
AL Brandin are both Utan dirvectors,

According to a March 25, 1968 article
in Rusiness Week, SRI International's
rresident, wWweldon Gibson, sees M"great
potential for SRI in the Pacific Rasin
because of the rapidly developing tri.
angle trade among the U.S., Japan,

" and labor unions are ile

SRI and Stanford:

and Australia." Tormer U.S. ambas-
sador to Japan Edwin Reishauer has
emphasized that Japan's present status
in the free world can only be maine
tained by keeping Southeast Asia open
to Japanese trade and investment, there-
by shunting Japan avay fmm Ch.ma and :
Horth Vietnam, ;

Perua

Both SRI and the Stanford Business
Schoel moved into Peru under the augs-
pices of the U.S. govermment in 1963.

BRI received a five-year AID contract

in 1963 worth $1.3 million to aid "™in
a program of industrial development
and promotion and regional development"
in Peru. In Southern Peru, where
there has been a great deal of pea-
sant unrest and guerilla activity,
SR helped establish industrial parks
for small and medium-sized indus-
tries to service the operations of
large foreign corporations., SRI's
"development" efforts have not satis-
fied the peasants since the Peruvian
military,supplied with American bomb-
ers and napalm, was called in 1965 +to
wipe out the guerilla movement aris-
ing fram Southern Peruvian peasant
villages.,

-The link between economic develope

ment work and counterinsurgency re-
search becomes clearer when we find
that SRI's Bobert Davenport, who had
worked on the AID project earlier, did
a M“SECKET" report for the Department of
Dmeme in 1966 entitled COIN {(counter-
ingurgency) Peru., The description is
as follows: "This report considers
the advantages and disadvantages ol -
providing U.8. operational assis-
tance to the armed forces of the Gov-
ermment of Peru engaged in counter—
insurgency operations, as well as al~
temnative courses of acktion to the pru=

~ vision of operational assistance vwhich
Cwiould enable the U.S. to favorably in-

fluence the outcome of such operations.”

SRI's Jdohn Hutzel did a similar re-

port ent:.‘tled COIN I{onduras for the

Pentagcm in 1966,



I 1963 the Stanford Business School
set up ESAN, a gracduate school of buse
iness administration in Lima, under a
$1.1 million AID comtract. Professor
Gall Oxley, former Vice~Pregident of
H.Re Crace's Soutih: fmerican Opera-
tions {(investments in sugsr and ship-
ping) directed the rrelinminary feasi~
bility stwlyy then Dean of the Busi-
ness School Drnest Arbucklie was also
a Grace executive before he cane to
Stanford. In its first vears of op-
eration, a large number of ESAN srade
uates found jobs at W.R.Grace and
Marcona THning, an iren firm (cone
trolled by Utah Construction.) And,
wWhile the Business School has been
training native Peruvian manarers fop
foreign=-owned covporations, it has -
also taken on a Peace Corns contract
to send (BATs to Peru to pive “tedh-
nical advice™ to "indigenous meall
industey.” A mumber of Stanford's
Peace Corps (BA's have been assimmed
to developnent corporations in South-
ern Peru set up by SRI, :

£5 in Thailland, a small Pepruvian upher
class benefits from foreign invest-
ment and military aid. At the bottom
of the npyrardd, extremsly unbalanced
urbanization has created makesiift
parriadas surrounding Lira. And de~
Dopulation sand underdevelopment in
the countryside has caused per capita
food nroduction to decline 8% in the
past ten vears, Ridh in natural re-
gources, Peru has the potential to be-
come a strong industrial nation., Yet
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Arerican corporations, vith investments.

totalling over SHOC million, seem ine
tent on keeping Peru nrimawily as a
source of strategically irportant rvaw
materials, SRT and the Stanford Pusim
ness School are not challenring that
plan for "economic developrent.®

Hilitary Electronics:  Svstems Techs
niques Lab (STL) and Systems Theory
=
Labh

Hilitary counterinsurgency. work is not
performed solely at SRI. The Systenms
Techniques Laboratory (57L) and the

Systems Theory lab of Stanford®s Tleo-

members (6},

trical Ingineering Department do a con-
siderable amount of applied research in
the fleld of military communicatione
and electronic warfare.

Work done &t STL in the late 1950's
contributed directly 4o the present
peneration of highly sophisticated elec—
tronic eoulrment now being used on the
ground and over the skies of Vietnam,
Willianm Rambo, dirvector of the FL Dep-
artment's research progrém, has stated
that "if the electronic warfare re-
search hadn't had some military im-
pact over the past 16 vears, it would
not have heen refunded.”  Vork being
done now in the electronics labs will
certainly add to the U.S. military's
electronic capabilities for waging
courtterinsuigency operations in the
1970%s,

The Systems Technicues Lab (STL) is
alone handling over S1 million in con-
tracts from the Depariment of Defense
this yvear, Six of the eight current
Denartrent of Defense contracts ave
classified, which means that one or
more investigators need security clear
ances, and aporoximately 30% of the
querterly reports sent to the Pentagon
are classificd. STL also has a $125,000
contract from the Mational Institute

of lealth to develop sygtems for cone
trolling an srtificial hesrt, but its
main theust is in the fleld of mili-
tary electronios.

A FF Demartment oublication -explaing
+hat S5TL g "an On-Ccainus research DLo~-
gran wose objective is to offer a close
and irpedlate coupling between the re-
sults of academic research programs and
the most advanced needs of military
electronies in such areas as counter-
measures. .. in cantrast to the purely
acadernic nrograns (STL) employs a murber
of permanect research associates (26)
vaodn addition to several repular faculty
- Some of this work is clas-
sifled, and only a portieon of it leads
to academic outrut in the form of dis-
sertations op theses, again in contrast
to the regular acaderdic promrans.'t
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In Pentaccinese, electronic warfare pro-
tects U.S. electronics from the incur-
sions of tlhe enciy and attemts to denv
the eneny hie electronic capability.

In layman's terms, Il operations jam
fadio oscow, monitor guerilla compuni-
cations, and (until recently arxi pos-
ginly scon again) foil SAls (Burface-
to~Air) and rader-directed anti-air-
cra®t fire over lorth Vietnas, In a
recent sreect, Adr Torce Lt, &en, Jack
Catton stated that "It turns out that
not everwbody is crawling around the
Jjunsle in black pajamas...rn’’ 18 belns
ernlovadt more extensivelw foday in
Seutieast Asla than in any nrevious
conflict.”

)

Of the six major contracts in the elec-
tronies labs wihilch generate classified
nblications for the Fm’t:aron, Profos.—
sor .\a:r“bo'“' "Research in Tlectromasnetic

Tedmiques" appears to be the cone with
+ most direct military applications.

The contract descerintion reads: "Msuch
teciniaques nay be utilized to denv an
oYDOs1ng Wi dlitary force the erpioyrent
of the electronacnetic spectrun to con-
trol sopihicticated weapons ep. radar-
sulded migsiles.” This contract could
also sunerate techniques of use to
the :_c:r.lerca.l Corrunicatdons Cormission,
ut the basic nature of the contract
becomes clear when we obscrve that a
. Tuwrner las been working under
sario on "Lﬂ'i.aovator’y Consulting on
#dr Foree Tlectronic Systems ard Flec-
tronic Technizues Problemns,”

Zariyo explains that the roots
of Stanforxi's military electronics Pro-
rram vors laid durins Yorld var LI, AT
research centers such as 1TI7's Radiation
Lah and Uwvard's Radio Pesearch Labora-
tories, sclentists from all over the coun-
tams '«roﬂtor‘ on the militarv's imottiest
probles, At ilarvard, Rarbo and former
Nean of Tneineering Tredericlc Terman
woried on 2lectronic warfare, “Yerman
returned to Stanford to set up a new
electronics prooras, and Rarbo had a
nand in settin up STL in 1952

Professory

Tarhe velates that "87L was orranized to
translate hasic researan r_nto a form
that can he a“f‘ﬂ“ﬂ_lf'—l‘t("j bv the outside
corrunity. "

A ymdcal dlqserr*a,_on in ele-

ctronics. is of little irmediste use to
the military or o the RCC . In lock-
ing for a frerevork to bridse thls ran
between basic anil apnlied mt‘eamg,
Rarbo and his associates' Torld Yar
II backorounds in = lectmm'c warfare
led them to center STL in thic
since so-histicated ‘F"
auire fundamental
university sol

ek

ficld,
! techn;quer ves
research desired by
entists,

Stanford Frofeass Tndustrial fark

ors !
and Uashington, -

ey

Since Vorld War TT1,
orenesurial Stsnford
have wovex! from the

laca to the

a nrber of antre-
Taculty mombers

Stanford electronics
Tndustrial Park iust bovond

-

)

vollere Uorvace, vhere thelir commanios
have nreosterad from militars orders Tor
zlectronic ecuivment, Stanford trustee

Dean ‘atlins and the Varian brothers
axerclify this diffusion nrocass.
cral Stanfored Profecsors sit hoth on

o
-

the boards (or advisory cormittees) of
cormanies that snecialize in mamifac-
turing 7 equiprent and on the Defanse

Departrent's T advisorv comittees,
&ocounle of exarmles should suffice.

Zarbo conzults for Annlied Techinolo:ry
Tne. (recently absorbed by Ttel) which
resides in the Industrial Park, Accord-
ing to Ai's 1967 prospectus, "most of
the cormany's mroducts are used to c*n.t‘r!.er :
information concerning an adversarv's
electronic cahabilities or to impair the
operational effectivenass of certain
enery manmns. A major rortion of ATI's
business is classified." ATT's nresident
and vicew~president each spent € vears
in Stanford's Applied Flectronics Pro-
grax,  Rarbo is also on the Defense dop-
artment Advisory Groun on Flectronic “ar
are and the /¥y Flectronics Command.
James fncell, another FR professor,
joins hin on the latter.

Professor £1len Peterson of the I'L Dep-
artment is also Assistant Director of the
SRI Electronics and Radlo Sclence Divi-
sion, as well as a director of Industrial
Parlc resident Grangey Associates. Cranger
makes electronics equipment for U.S. re-
connaissance planes that continue to fly
over portl Vietnam. Depending on the
year, Peterson can be found consulting
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for the Institute for Defense fnalysis,
the Advanced Research Projects Agency,
o the USAF Scilentific Advisory Board.

In r‘our;h outlme,, Stanford does bazi¢ re-
gearch in electronics; Stanford and SRI
do applied research for electronic warfare;
and companies found in the Industrial Park
and the whole Midpeninsula area produce
glectronics equipment for the United States
nilitary. Faced with fine coordination
between Stanford labs, SRI, and llidpenin-
sula aerospace-electronics corporations, it
right be instructive to note that Stan-
ford's Medical Scheol uses explicitly
moral eriteria in reviewing research
contracts, The ljed School also does not
allow professors to consult outside the
unlveraty for profit.

- - -

THIK
| VORY
- TOWER

-STANFORD, SRI, AND THE ABM

AT - k. the United
States: today, ‘t:he conmversy surrounding
President Nixon's proposed Anti~Ballistic
{ABM) System has yet to run its course.
The system has encountered significant
political opposition as well as almost
tnanimous opposition on the part of the
seientific oommm.ty What are the rea-
sons being given to justify such a system,
and why have sclentists jo.med together
:m'}Suah unprecedented unity to condemn
it?

The Nixon administration has offered a
succession of reasons for pushing the
ABM gystem. First, the American peop-
le were told that the original Senti-~
nel system was designed to protect
U.8. cities from a possible Chinese
nuclear attack, if and when China
should develop the capability to
launch such an attack. This system

-was to have cost six-billion dollars,
‘but as the reasons for deploymert

changed, so did the proposed costs of
construction. American defense strat-
egists began o see the gystem in
terms of the pnotect:.on it would afford
against a deliberate or accidental
Soviet attack. Such a system would re-
quire a much greater expenditure, es-
timated at perhaps $50 billion.

What are the reasons given by those
opposed to any ABM s vstem? Let's hear
from no less an authority then ex-Gec-
retary of Defense Robert McNamara: .
"Every ABM system that is now feasible
involves firing defensive missiles at
incoming offensive warheads to destroy
them. But what many commentators on
this issue overlook is that any such
system can rather obvicusly be defeat-
ed b v an enemy sxmply sending more
offensive warheads than there are de-
fensive missiles’ capable of disposing
of them. And this is the whole crux
of the nuclear action-reaction phe-
nomenon.” In other words, deployment

Intensified oppos:.tmn to the Semtinel
system resulted in Nixon's modified
proposal for the Safeguard system, to
be used to protect our offensive wea-
pons, thus moving the ABM sites away
from the pities and quieting some of

~ the furor. The Safeguard system will

initially cost $1.5 billion more than
the original city-based Sentmel Pplan,
even though the Safeguard syatem will
consist of possibly half a dozen few-
er complexes. Secretary of Defense
Melvin laird stated that the Safe-
guard system was "largely designed by

his chief deputy David Packard," a

Stanford trustee urtil his recent ele~
vation to the Defense Department.
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of the ARM system is llkely to spur
the Soviet Union to build more offen-
" sive weapons, thus dampenlng any hopee
for a slow—down 1n the arms race. _

Tt is also extremely doubtful that

- Safeguard rockets would operateé suc-

cessfully during a large~scale attack,
since the first nuclear explosion

- oould easily render the complicated

- radar and electronic gear useless.
There is additional danger that the
rockets could themselves blow up on
the ground.

In the event of a nuclear attack, it
seems unlikely that Nixon would delay
the launching of ouwr own offensive
missiles until the arrvival of the in-
coming missiles. Under these condl~
tions, the ABM system would be use-
less.  Finally, the System will be ob
selete even befare it is opezexlonal

In 8p1te of all these COnulderatlons,
-~ the Nixon administration has contin-
ued to push the ABM system, widening
- the Credlblllty gap still further.

© Not only do we doubt the ability of
our -government to make rational deci-
‘sions concernihg effective defense
systems, but we must also’ begln 1o
doubt its very intentions with regard
to the long-range goal of disarmament.
- ¥Why do our leaders centinue to rieed-
lessly ]eopardlze our nation's secur—

1ty°

‘The answer lies partly in the signi-
ticance of defense expenditures to the
health of the nation's econcomy (see .

the Introduction) and to the tinaneial

" gsuccess of some of America's laxbest
corporations. Many of this country's
biggest and most influential firms are
dlmost completely dependent on the
lucrative cost-plus research and dev-
‘elopment contracts awarded by the De-
fense Department, These corporations
maintain powerful lebbies in Washing-
ton and have undoubtedly played an
lportant part in the decision to de-
ploy the ABMs. Some of these: firms
1ne located here on the Mid-Peninsula.

Lockheed is already working on a $16.3
miilion R and D contract to develop

 "modified Polaris missiles to serve as’

- dummy practice targets for an ABM sys-
_tem, .. .Lockheed also conpleted last

| year ‘two studies on ballistie missile .

irtercept systems." (Palo Alto Timeb,"
Mareh 14, 1969) The Sylvanla I3b in

*Mountam View hag also held substan- -
‘tial contracts in missile detection.

Varian associates, located in the Stati-

" ford Industrial Park, has also dohe

work oh the ABM systen.

-SRI has been éxténsively involived in

the development of the ABM and has
been in contact with other similarly+

- involved defense contractors in this

avea, Speaking to a group of Bay-area
businessmen in 1964, Weldon H. Gibson,
exeécutive vice-president of SRI, re-
marked: "Although there geems €0 be
little doubt that we have seen the end
of the era of growth in these irdus-
tries (defense-oriented industries on
the Peninsula), there are indicativns
that short-term losses over the next

- few years may be recouped later in the

decade with new develcpment : in anti-
-misgile missiles or & new ;cneration
of strategic miseiles." Uhen questiof-

-ed by a Palo Alto lines rej.oter pe--
garding BRITs work Telated Lo i ABM

system, "Rudy Brunsveld, vice~p eSJ_—-
dent for plahs and c.om'dn wation, sald
that SRI has been involved for dome
time in the field of anti-ballis®ic
missile defense, mostly for the Depart-.
meht of the Army. 'lle Lnstituis woulc
probably continue to be invelved in

: such research, he indiuatud.".

SRI's involvement in the develqpment
of the ABM system dates from 1961,
when the Defense Departniert set up a
Technical Advisory Group composed of

“;"ﬁepreSentatives.frdm the labs involved

in ballistic missile defense research

- under ‘Advanced Research Projects Agerioy
.(ARPA) contracts.

The purpose of thé
group was to provide advice and recem-

- mehdatiohs on the various dspects of
- ARPA's Project Defender,™
involved included sKI, MIT!

The group:
s Dincoln -



i5

tabs, Corneli's Asronauticel Labe, and
s .'.Lg»az.l’zf‘“ Willow Row Labs. The fwo
repoezentatives from  SRT were R, L.

Leadebrand and A.R. Tobey.

"Frojeet De fﬂ::ua) is ARPA's advanced

research progrem to discover adequate
neans w0 counter cperational ballis-
iy mmhaa»z les in the future. Defender
the study of mwaj ie behavier

2 t‘*s@ euvircrments in which they op-
erate through a urcgrgm of upper at-
mosphere msrdﬁf:}: and range measune-
merts, It s includes vesearch to
deL_,me\ g;evcmu, *ﬁd devise advancsd
et dmenE o ' he massile at
the m.:me-f of the Ilruneh, identifying
nd Tracking the aissile throughout
- Tiso-iminsting between

s warhead avd possible demys, a4
wntercepting and desteoying the war-

11
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Defenge Im;ta
erme Drtwrentions wiih M“J,p“*lc
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1 Analysig, ™
ible Sovist

ticated ABY s systen, In & letter toO
Waliace Sterling in 1964, Professor
0.6, Villaxd of Fa.,dmf;u,ence weote,

T think it iz fair 1o say that Stan-
Ford®s influence on this progran (over-
the~horizen radar) has bean very strong.
Tt was ouwr ain in all this to opsrate
in the spirit and tradition of the Uni~
veraity., The solentific work has vipe
tually all A)@zﬁn careied out ! 9% the st~

dents . M

Professor Villard is ouwrcently engaged
in an $800,000 projecy dealing with
Tonoupherio Dynemics .t Perts this

:r'efrﬁar"r‘l" are ¢lassi e it is dm-

to know whether Villard's
bemrf used to develop a more

af Fective radar s };s:n-ta.m for the ABM.

Decdassification of this project would

certainly be helpful.
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Mu.t‘,u bt

total of 8287
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Classi-
3 this sum 1s be-
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In the letter quoted above, Professor
J. G. Villard wrote that "According to
an oplnicn currently held in the De-
fenge Department, United States uni-
versities are not centributing as much
as they should to defense technology,
because professors tend to confine
their efforts to publishing papers on
fascinating but inconsequential as-
pects of important problems. Tn view
~ of the record of the Stanford Flec-
tronics Labs in meny areas, it is
doubtful that this charge can be le-
veled against Stanford." '

e i A— i s

_Viliard’s'self—congratulatibn,can be

 expanded upon, for both Stanford and

SRI have made significant contribu-

- tions to the development of various <
types of military weaponry. In the

particular case of the. ABM, SRI's

_ work may prove to be indispenseable .
to the construction of & system that
. could conceivably bring the world to

the brink of nuclear warfare, In this
ight, the distinction that Professcr

._Villard claims for Stanford is a cdu-

bious cne, indeed.

WHO WILL DETERMINE SRI‘S FIITHRF?



SPANFORD, SRT, AND THE -mm:msum-
FROM WAR RESEARCH TO PEACE RESEARCH

Toward a New Research Gr‘iem:ation

stanford and SRI hdvu mhi cf the re-
oS necessary: to enable them to
maks significant confributions to the
solutions of today's crucial social
problems. The facilities and brain-
nower avaiiable 4

are. flrst-rate. | A
jor shift in pricvities awsy from =
war-ralated ressarch would allow Stan-

ford and SRI to become my\.:ff*'&n*” Cen-

.:qu of social p]i"{)ga,’@n.;o.

A m%ﬁt desl more research could be
lone on living conditions in the do-
"'ﬁm.zc colordes, and on programs 1o
inate the poverty and misery that
iilicts a lerge segment of our pop-
ulaticon. © Fesearch into ya»ﬁs-nbz,ll‘clef“
for soverrmental decentralization and
T {;@itm.g up of nmp@&z‘t_r}m gtores
i erpwz ses "m‘? go a long way
iriner city dwellers
Tﬂj@l“ 1’*04&:3 in meking the de-
srons thar vitally affect thedr
I date, the most significant
sesearoh In this whole erea done at
SRL has bsen on the use of Sivearms
in ghetto revolts

Tt
whanbn ¥ RS @

el resesech neads to be done in
the fleld of ervirommental studies.
Hvavtlgai;oz’zfs ueer] T be conducted
inte imbalances in the ecol OV, eEne-
lally man-rede cnes, that will affect
the health and p:osg:xemﬁ‘y of fulure
generations. Thers is plenty of WO
3 be done on such topilos as soil
conseevation and pf}ulmmf cortrals.,
SEl's work on alr sollution, however,
nas actually hindered the uc:ve}_opmen't
of elfcective smog control,

SRi's Em*lmmrcpntql Research Depardt-
nent is headed by Kimer Robi NSO, &
?‘“‘T&C‘IOIO@,I&"“ who is also drafrmen of
13 r“*y Area Alr Pall tution Control
t‘m:i‘ an organizetion originally
;:.;. wd to corirol simog in the Ray
the most Important con tract
”.lmt,,.?‘*“’"*“&]{“ﬁ recartiy by this depapte
ment was & massive, wor.Lamm.f:e study
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land.
dndustrially-produced smeg is also

sponsored by the American Petroleum
Ingtitute. A report on this project
entitied "Where Does It A1l Go?" {the
smog, that is) was printed in the De-~
cerber, 1968 issue of the SRI Journal.
This report iz noteworthy For Its lack
of emphasis on industrial pollution.
Automobiles, power plants, and home
furnaces are mentioned as sources of
Fmog, but big industry and especially
the huge oil refineries are largely
igrored. The veport talks in some
detall about natural sources of air
pollution. "Even oceans and vegeta-~
tion generate alr pollutants...in
large smounts.” The report notes
'that the main source of hydrocarbons,
the major components of smog, are
such natural entities as swamps and
trees, The great clouds of smoke
billowing over the Standard 0il Re~
finery in Richmend don't seem to
couiTt for mach.

: }'he report claims that industrially-

produced aiv pollntion accounts for
Just f£ive per cent of the total. As
in other instances, the use of statis-
tics is misleading here, for in the
United States, seventy per cent of
the population is concentrated in the
major cities, on one pex cent of the
This iz where the bulk of the

concentrated. Nathal.ly—prvoduced
S OVEY SWEMPS, oceang, and mour-
xa:mq is of relatively lLittle impor-
tence. It would seem that the veport's
conclusion that the Dlgmf.,_cmce of
Industrial pollution is slight serves
he neads of the gilant oil corzpames
who financed this study and not

needs of the people who have to l:.ve
in and breate the poliuted air. While
some good work on air pollution hes
been done, most of it serves to ra-
tionalize the destructive and danger-
ous practices of the major smog pro-
ducers, many of whose directors sit
on SRT's boand .,

Were SR to be creatively used to
tackle social problems, valuable re-
seerch occuld be done in the ared of
alr pollution, and in other fields
guch as population conirel and food
production. A reorientation of in-



'temaa.i' nal research might result in
the utilization of SRI's resources
to devise meaningful land refcrm pro-
grams ard models of property owner-
sm.I and capital accumilation appro—
oriate to the particular problems of
development now being faced by the
emerging nations, Granted that funds
are not readily available for cuch
vork at present. But the first step
toward the realization of this gpu.l
must be to end Stanford and SKI's in-
volvement in CBW, counterinsurpency,
and other war-related research. Only
then will Stanford and BRI researchers
be free to do positive and .aoc,lall_;
useful work. '

The Academic Freedom Argument

Many members of the university cormun-
ity defend war research done today at
American universities and affiliated
research institutés with an academic—
individual freedom argtﬁnent;. The
individual scientist's right to do
the research of his cheosing is the
p*‘* unaz'} value here. It must be admit-
ted that there is a moral tension in
“prestricting the freedom of an individe
ual In order to guarantee the freedom
of others., Yet this argument has a
hollow and uncomfortable ring to it
ﬁrh@r' the right of a Stanforg or SRI
cientist to do chemical~bicidgical
wc-'t\fax-e or counterinsurgency r ea':eax!c:h
i3 piaced against the fundamental
'wﬂ'm of several million ‘!Jp‘t ETESE ,

e o, and Peruviang both clepinine
mﬂ-Lr "m?n Jec+1¢u,a and to life
= 3}4’ A
I Inuarnantcu to any cjm‘"'w Ticn oF dene
wraey is the principle that decisisns

rust be made either directiy or by
Cleched pepresentatives of the people
voower affected Ly these decisions.
iy s American govermment officilals
Qe LoTDTate leagerc are mk ng

1ife --“*rf'ﬁncﬁ;a.j th decisions for the people
atll over the world., Stanford and SRI
Czeiontists who work directly to make
Amerdcan economic and military \ig,m~
"R an i Thied ‘norl(] voeS Ll
Gunt pear o Jdr'ge pcu §ithe respons-

P n} yordauliE.

22

Seme members of the university comani
emphasize to dissenters that they are

'mprstandm-: the extent of academic

freedom and disinterested inguixy in the!
university. This is in part a hangover
from the McCarthy principle.  But now
the desrands of the govermmert ‘and
fourdation narketpldc,e mcrear*mgly
circumscribe academic freedom to do
research on important eccl ogma.al and
soc.io—economic pr*oblemss :

Some S("l@ll"lstc working on appned or
rission-oriented, research disclaim any
r‘cmorlaa.bllv"y for the uses to wilich
their work is put. In some cases, they
deny any knowledge of the affects of

- their work. Any project ’that is intrin-

sically interesting from a norrowly
scientific. point of view is fair game
for them to tackle. And while bene-
ficial civilian applications tnat some-

time spin off Defense Department-funded

projects are frequently r*:.ta_:;i, it should
be clear that the Pentagon is sm;x)rt:mg
applied research precipely because it is

cof military value. Any appiied research

in the military field at Stanford (STL)
and SRI should be scrutinized very
closely. If the researoh is clasgified,
we must oppose it urtil we koow what
results it may have on otherr human beings.

Deh-funded basic msearuh that_ is not
of impediate military vaiue is a much
mor difficult problem to resolve.
Many scientists say thal they prefer
not to do their basic research under
military contracts but have no choice,
sinee the Defense Department is the
enly institution with the resources
to finance research in their partic-
ular aveas of cpeclalization..

The only short and medium-term solution
is for all.sclentists to organize
themselves in order to control the uses
to which their work is being put by
other institutions.  Though it will
certainly be fifficult to make the .
following Judgments, basic research

‘vesulrs that have a strong possibllity -

- of deading to a whole new generation

should also push collectively to take
zhe funding and administration of their
mrojects out of the hands of the
Defonce Depaoriment.  This would not



only begin to dam up the direct channel-
ing of research to the Pentagon, but
would also serve to reduce the power

of our $80 million.military establish-
ment and its rubber-stamping congress-
ional committees.

In the long-run, not until a1l research,
both basic and applied, is used to
advance the welfare of society instead
of to praduce better weapons will the
concept of academic freedom regain its
true meaning. _

Classified Reasearch:Stanford and SRl

The only way for members of the Stan-
ford-Midpeninsula co-mmity to resolve
the academic-freedom-social respons-
ibility question fully is to examine
questionable research contracts and
trace the effects of the reasearch

on Americans and people of the Third
World. ' '

Yet a substantial part of Stanferd

and SRI's military work is classified,
so that the comunity cannot make
decisions on the basis of the actual
content of the research., Classifcation
undermines the basic democratic
decision-making process. But more
importantly, classified research often
is found in areas where the basic right
of other countries to self-determinitior-
-should not depend on any decision-
making process, be it secret or .open,
at Stanford.

According to the Institute's officers,
SRI has "143 projects valued at
approximetely. $85 million in which
the research reports and some of the
documents may be classified., Included
with the 143 projects are 57 (valued
.at approximately S44 million) in which
the contract documents and most of the
research results are classified." If
§"I's references to "public respons-
ibility" are to be more than public-
relations rhetoric, it must be willing
to open these contracts to commumity
r‘ev:Lew

At the Stanford Electronics lLabs, there
is over $2.2 million in classified
military work, Typically, "security

. clearance is necessary because class-

ified background data is recived from
the sponsor and a part of the research
results applicable to problems ot the
sponsor may be classified". The bulk
of the classified work is contained
in four conmtracts worth $1.2 million

in the Systems Techinques laboratory.

Three other classified contracts (one
of these is part of an STL contract)
are found in the Radioscience and Sys-
tems Theory Labs. This classified work
is described in the. Counterlnsurgency
and ABM sections above. g

In addition to the moral considerations
mentioned above, -there are strong aca- -
demic arguments against classified re-
gearch. Classified research is directly
‘opposed to the free flow of scientific
information. Classified inputs intc re-

‘search make it impossible for everyone

to replicate work, a procedure essential
to scientific inquiry. “

University scientists\often attempt to:
Justify contracts requiring security
clearances since they feel they must
keep up with "the state of the art".
The issuance of classified research
reports to the Defense Department is
completely unjustifiable., A newly
studentized faculty committee has been
reviewing all classified contracts at
Stanford, yet has-accepted these B
rlassified contracts at Stanford., It
may now be appr0pr1ate for the Stanford
community to review the University
Committee on Classified Research's work.

in conclusion, demands for immediate
declassification should clearly be
part of any mavement opposed to CBW,
mllltary'counterlnsurgency research
economic development or investment
studies done alongside courrterinsurgen—
¢y operations, ABM .and electronic warfare
work, and other war~related research.
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Specifically, this would involve the
termination and refusal of all Stanford
and SRI contracts that involve classi-
fied publications or classified communi-
cations of any sort (exceptions might

be made in particular cases through an
appeal-hearings process); termination
and refusal of projects requiring se-
curity clearances needed to obtain
access to classified information; and
termination and refusal of all contracts
funded by sources whose identification
is not available. Additionally, central
public files should be created contain-
ing all communications concerming re—
search in progress at Stanford and SRI,

To institutionalize community supervision
of research at Stanford and SRI, a Re-
view Board should be set up to which each
research proposal will be submitted for
evaluation, This Board, composed of
elected representatives of the commu-
nity, will judge the acceptability of the
vesearch in open meetings, and have the
power to veto any proposal which it feels
does not meet the intent of the research
guidelines which must be put into opera-
tion (See the Research Guidelines Comgnit-
tee's report).

Controlling SRL: Oppose Severance or Sale

The first response of many people in the
university community to the problems

by SRI's war research has been "Sell

it. HNot only do we feel uneasy about
the moral implications of SRI's work,
but the Institute's work is second-rate.
The unlverSLty should have nothing to
do with SRI.'

gale or 5RI wewsd leave Stanford
without legal responsibility for the
Institute's work, yet would not re~
move the university's oral responsi-
Iblllty for wreating SRI, for aceepting
SRI's research over the years, and
and for allowing SKRI to continue this
mecegeoh,  Stanford would be purd-~
Fying itself at the expense of Viet-
name.e, Thals, and Peruvians who
don't care what Stanford's legal
relationship is to the CBW and counter—
insurgency research which helps
destroy their families and crops.

It has been suggested that Stanford sell

SRT under a restrictive covenant which
might bar CBW and counterinsurgency worlt
from the Institute (no mention has been
made of covenants to restrict classified
research). One plan would be to sell
SRI to its employees for around $20 mil-

1ion, which the University would re-

ceive in mortgage payments over a 20-
vear pericd. During its 20 years as

creditor, the University could bring
suit against the Institute if the re-
search guidelines established by the
covenant were broken. The trustees
or even a student-faculty committee
might be entrusted with enforcing the
covenant and going to court if neces-

sary.

This plan is very attractive on the
surface, since it allows us to take a
moral stand and at the same time wash
our hands of the "SRI problem." Pass-
ing over moral and political arguments
for the time being, the sale-restric-
tive covenant plan has major legal
difficulties. There appear to be no
clear legal precedents for enforcing
this type of morally-grounded covenant
in the courts. The courts generally
only enforce covenants protecting a

creditor's investment or profit margin

in a corporate enterprise. * SRI could
well argue in court that CBW, counter-
insurgency, and classified government
contracts enhance its profit margin--
an argument that might prove to be ac~
ceptable to the generally conservative
California judiciary.

We might also be skeptical of the Stan-

ford trustees actively prosecuting SRI.

But even if the trustees were to dis-
tribute their responsibility for bring-
ing suit against SRI for breach of con-
tract to a student-faculty board (which
has dubious legal basis itself), the
fact would remain that litigation in
the courts would be a very drawn-out
process. SRI's war-related research
might go on for years while suits, ap-
peals,and more apneals were handled in
we courts. SKRL would meanwhile be qui-
etly be transferring its war-related
work to other research institutes and
corporations in the Midpeninsual. The
time lag and court litigation would also
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make 1t extremély difficult to maintain
any effective community pressure on SRI.

‘A further consideration would be the great
expense of fighting SRT in court. Monies.
gpentt on long court cases might be better
placed--for example, in shcolarship funds
for blacks, chicancs, and working—class
whites. Closer University-community con-
trol over SRI would save Stanford legal
sxpenditures of scarce funds. It would
also guarantee that the guidelines would
be enforeed, which must be our primary
goal.

Yet there is a final important reason for
bringing SRI under closer University-com-
munity control. Severance would reduce
the "mental visibility" of SRI and the

- whole Mid-peninsual defense complex to the
Stanford community. SRI, the Stanford
Flectronics Labs (where classified re-
search into electronic warfare technigues
now being used in Vietnam goes on), and
the Industrial Park will remain in their
presant locations for some time to come.
The important question is whether the
members of the Stanford-Mid-peninsuia com-
munity treat their opposition to Stanford
and SRI's war research as a strictly one-
shot affair or as a first step toward re-
orienting the Mid-peninsula's finely co-
ordinated research and industrial apparatus
toward socially constructive work.

If SRI is brought under closer control
by the university, closer, more certain
surveillance will result than through
the courts. The possibility of modi-
fying guidelines over the years will be
left open., Stanford students and
faculty will have to confront much more

directly their moral and social res-
porisibility to stop war research at its
local roots. And very lmportantly,
Stanford resources might be able to
chshion socially constructive work at SRI
from the batterings of the goverrment
marketplace. SRI would remain a re-
search institution, but might slowly
tirn into a center for research into
zrucial soc ial problems.

Obviocusly, Stantord administrators will not
be happy with the added burden of

SRI work, and some Stanford faculty will
not want to grant any of their prestige
and priv1léges to "second-rate resear— .
chers." Yet the silence of the Stan- 5
ford communlty has facilitated SRI's: gro&th
and the university will have to accept o
the inconvenience that normally follows
moral responsibility in the United
States today.

From all abailable indications, the trus-
tees of Stanford University will not
want to bring SRI under closer control by
a morally-concerned university communlty
They will certainly not be happy with
setting up moral and political controls
over SRI or the Systems Techniques

lab's research. They would prefer to
retain the informally close relationships
that exist between Stanford and SRI now

(53 faculty consult at SRI), but if they

begin to feel commmity pressure

mounting, it is likely that the trus-

tees will decide to sell SRI. Ancther
possibility is that they will set up a board
of trustees for SRI under a new non-profit
charter. This would legally constitute '
giving SRI away, the height of moral and -

 fiscal 1rre5pon51b111ty

But most likely, the trustees will 81mp1y
try to stall this spring in the face of & -
growing political storm. As a possible
model, we have the example of the Cornell
handllng of the Cornell Aercneutical

Lab (CAL), like SRI, a wholly-owned

subsidiary of its parent university.
The trustees set up a committee in
summer 1367 to lock into CAL's
relationship with Cornell, approved
severanc e at its January, 1968

. meeting, and finally accepted a

letter of intent to buy from EDP
Technolegy, a computer software
company, in June 19568,



Conclusion (As of April 12, 1969)

The April 3rd Movement has demanded that
work at Stanford and SRI in the following
areas be stopped immediately:
1. Chemical-Biclogical Warfare
research
2. Counterinsurgency research
3. Classified research
L1, Research related to the wars being
fought by the US against the peo-
ples of Vietnam, laos, Thalland,
and Cambodia.
Tn addition, we demanded an open decision-
making meeting with the Board of Trustees
to be held during the week of April 21 to
decide the University's future relatlons
with SRI.

The trustees have responded by calling

a moratorium on all pending and future
CBW contracts until a decision has been
reached concerning SRI. They have also
agreed to hearings during the week of
April 21 at which students of their
choosing would be present. The meeting
might be broadcast to the rest of the
camunity via closed-circuit TV, and the
results of the meeting might be published.
The trustees have completely ignored the
issues of counterinsurgency research,
classified research, and research related
to the wars in Southeast Asia.
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The Academic Senate, while expressing 1ts
moral concern over the relevant issues,
has failed to accept its responsibllity
for on~campus war research by calling
for an end to the types of research

specified by the April 3rd Movement.

The absence of any significant response
on the part of the trustees and the

. Academic Senate to the issues raised by the
April 3rd Movement leaves us with only

one choice—-to continue our sit-in in
the Applied Electronics Laboratory.

Granted, that precise definitions of
CBW, counterinsurgency, and war-related
projects are not easy to formulate.
But this is no excuse for the trustees'
and faculty's failure to condemn as a
matter of principle research in these
general areas pending mcre precise defi-
nitions in the very near future., (See the
Research Guidelines Committee's report)
Until such statements of moral principle
have been issued, there can be no serious
thought given to ending the sit-in. We
will continue to stop the war research
being done in the Applied Electreonics Lab
until we are satisfied that the trustees
and faculty have agreed to steps that
will. permanently bring an end to all
death work at Stanford and SRI. It would
be a serious error to underestimate the
strength of our comitiment to the reali-
zation of our goals, for we know that ul-
timately, we must answer for our actions
not only to ourselves and the rest of the
University commmity, but most importantly,
to the Vietnamese people.

THE RESEARCH MUST STCP
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